











































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































EXPANSION SPACE

EXPANSION SPACE

Criteria for
Expansion Space

Proposed Tenants

APPENDIX G - INTRODUCTION

Because the Capitol cannot accommodate the needs of the public
and the tenants, expansion space needs to be provided outside of
the Capitol building.

Primary Use

= The expansion space will accommodate the needs for
Legislative public hearings, offices for Capitol tenant’s
support staff, and parking.

Adjacency

= The expansion space should be adjacent to the Capitol so that
staff and legislators can easily get to and from the Capitol
during the legislative floor sessions. A distance no greater
than from the Capitol to the State Office Building appears to
be an acceptable distance.

Tunnel Access

= The expansion space should be connected to the Capitol by
the tunnel system.

Space Needed

= Approximately 91,200 square feet are needed for hearing
rooms and 70,000 square feet for offices. '

= In addition to the expansion space, swing space will need to
be found for use during the Capitol construction.
Approximately 50,000 square feet are needed for swing space.

Public and Shared Spaces

= Shared Legislative hearing rooms
= Shared press conference room

= Press corps offices

»  Lobbyist space

= Loading dock and service entrance

Underground Parking

= Legislature parking in a secured area.
= Staff parking in a secured area.

#  Public accessible parking

Senate Support Offices
= Information Systems
= Sergeant at Arms

= Media Services

Minnesota State Capitol
Predesign Study
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EXPANSION SPACE
APPENDIX G - INTRODUCTION

= Index
‘= Fiscal Services

= Publications

= Counsel and Research
= Fiscal Analysis

= Majority Research

= Minority Research

House Support Offices
= House TV
= Sergeant at Arms

Alternates There are two possible alternates for expansion space:

= The first alternate is to use existing space with in the Capitol
complex. This alternate is discussed on page G-3.

= The second alternate is to build a new facility on the Capitol
Complex. This alternate is discussed on page G-5.

Expansion Space Predesign A predesign study is needed to determine which of these alternates
will be the best solution. This predesign will include life cycle
cost analysis of the two alternates.

Swing Space Swing space is needed for temporary offices during the Capitol
construction. In alternate 1, the swing space will need to be found
in an existing building near the Capitol. In alternate 2, the swing
space could be in the new facility.

Minnesota State Capitol Miller*Dunwiddie= Associates
Predesign Study G-2 June 2001



EXPANSION SPACE
ALTERNATE 1 — EXISTING SPACE

EXISTING SPACE
The first alternate for expansion space is to use existing space on
the Capitol Complex. There is no vacant lease space on the
Capitol Complex. Therefore, some Capitol Complex tenants

would need to relocate elsewhere, to provide expansion space for
the Capitol.

If this alternate is chosen, the use of space on the Capitol Complex
will need to be carefully reviewed. The use of space on the
Capitol Complex will need to be prioritized, based on the need to
be located near the Capitol. The group(s) with the lowest
adjacency requirement to the Capitol will be relocated off of the
Capitol Complex.

Because the Capitol expansion space needs to be adjacent to the
Capitol, there may be multiple “domino” moves. We have
included the estimated time costs for one move. These will need
to be multiplied by the number of moves involved.

Additional space will be to be remodeled for the tenants relocating
off of the Capitol Complex. This will be approximately the same
size as the expansion space — 161,200 square feet.

The order of construction and moves would be:

1. Determine which tenants of the Capitol Complex are
relocating.

2. Find and secure lease space for Capitol Complex tenants.

3. Remodel space to fit the needs of the Capitol Complex
tenants.

4. Move Capitol Complex tenants to the new lease space.

5. Remodel Capitol Complex space for Capitol expansion.

6. Move Capitol tenants to Capitol expansion space.

To see how this will relate to the Capitol Construction, see the
schedule for Alternate 1 on page 14 of this report.

CosTS (2001 DOLLARS)’ Lease Space off of the Capitol Complex —
161,200 sq. ft. ,
Construction costs - $11,300,000 (based on $70/sq. ft.)
Lease Costs — Estimated at $22/sq. ft. (per Real Estate
Management Division)

" Costs do not include any hazardous materials abatement (lead, asbestos, etc.).

Minnesota State Capitol Miller=Dunwiddie= Associates
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EXPANSION SPACE

Capitol Expansion Space —

91,200 sq. ft. hearing rooms, 70,000 sq. ft. offices
Construction Costs — $55,300,000 (based on $270/ sq. ft.
for hearing rooms, $185/ sq. ft. for offices)
Lease Costs — would vary with building — see chart below.

Swing Space —

50,000 sq. ft.
Construction Costs - $6,000,000 (additional costs of
remodeling the space between phases is included in the
Capitol construction budget)
Lease Costs — would vary with building — see chart below.

Sample Lease Rates of State BuildingsT

(Fiscal Year 2002) Per Square Foot/ Per Year
321 Grove St. - Bldg. 1 $10.83
321 Grove St. —Bldg. 2 $9.00
625 Robert St. $13.00
635 Robert St. ' $10.50
691 Robert St. $10.63
Administration $17.47
Capitol $30.66
Centennial $14.28
Ford — Office Space $19.76
History Center $21.59
Judicial Center $23.91
Stassen $17.05
State Office Building $15.26
Transportation $15.54
Veteran’s Service $15.48

 As issued by the Department of Administration by memorandum on September 20, 2000.

Minnesota State Capitol Miller=Dunwiddie= Associates
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EXPANSION SPACE

NEW FACILITY

Site Criteria

ALTERNATE 2 — NEW FACILITY

Alternate 2 is to provide the expansion space in a new facility. In
addition to serving as expansion space from the Capitol, this new
facility could also provide expansion space for other Capitol
Complex tenants. A predesign study of the current and future
need for space on the Capitol Complex is needed to determine
which additional groups could become tenants of the new facility.
The size of the new facility will depend on the needs of these
tenants, the needs of the tenants relocating from the Capitol, the
CAAPB guidelines and the building code.

Capitol Area Architectural and Planning Board Guidelines

The guidelines that will govern the location and size of the new

facility are:

= Comprehensive Plan for the Minnesota State Capitol Area.

= Specific Actions for the Implementation of the Comprehensive
Plan for the Minnesota State Capitol Area

®  Rules Governing Zoning and Design for the Minnesota State
Capitol Area

The Comprehensive Plan for the Minnesota State Capitol Area
identifies potential development sites on the Capitol Complex.
The lot to the northeast of the Capitol (currently parking lot ‘B’),
is the closest to the Capitol and, therefore, the most desirable
location for the Capitol expansion space.

The administration ramp is near the end of its useful life and is
expected to last about 5 more years.

The Comprehensive Plan for the Minnesota State Capitol Area
also shows Capitol Boulevard as possible green space or garden
development.

Based on these requirements, the entire two blocks north of the
Capitol should be reviewed before and in conjunction with the
design of the new facility.

Minnesota State Capitol
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EXPANSION SPACE

ALTERNATE 2 — NEW FACILITY

Architectural

UNIVERSITY AVE

PKNG MOVED { PKNG MOVED
NEW GARDEN EW GARDEN

Proposed Site Plan (NTS)

Offices

The new facility should be a flexible, “state of the art” office
building to accommodate the ever-changing needs of the office
tenants. The relocating Capitol tenants need about 70,000 sq. ft.
of office space. Additional office space may be needed, based on
the needs of other building tenants.

Hearing Rooms
The public hearing rooms should likewise have “state of the art”
design and technology, which allows for flexibility as needs and

- technology change. Approximately 91,200 sq. ft. are needed for

the hearing rooms and supporting spaces.

Swing Space

The new facility will include swing space (about 50,000 sq. ft.) for
temporary offices during the Capitol construction. After the
Capitol construction, other Capitol Complex tenants will occupy
this space.

Parking

= Parking will be provided underground, at the new building.

= Additional below grade parking could be provided under
Capitol Boulevard and in the location of the current
Administration Building Ramp.

= In addition to the parking required for the new facility,

Minnesota State Capitol
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EXPANSION SPACE

ALTERNATE 2 — NEW FACILITY

parking will need to be provided to replace parking from:
*  The Administration Building Ramp (265 spaces)
= Lot B (185 spaces)
= Lots N and O, north of Capitol (77 spaces)
= Aurora Avenue (86 spaces)

®  The parking should be divided by levels or areas, into secure
parking areas for legislators and staff, and for the accessible
public spaces.

= Because of the demand and the location, the parking should be
maximized.

Type of Construction

The facility should also be constructed of durable materials and
design to last at least 75 years or more. Similar state office
buildings have been constructed of poured-in-place concrete
structures with stone veneers.

Tunnel Access

The new facility and parking should be connected to the Capitol
by a multi-shaft tunnel. One shaft for public pedestrian traffic,
and one shaft for utilities. Several tenants have also expressed a
desire for a third, secured tunnel between these buildings.

The new building could also be connected to the tunnel system
from the State Office Building or the Ford building. This would
provide a more direct route from the State Office Building to the
new facility.

Mechanical = The source of cooling for the building will be chilled water

from the Capitol Central Plant System. Chilled water piping
will be routed into the building and chilled water pumps will
be located in a pump room. The source of heating for the
building will be St. Paul District Energy. Piping will be
routed from District Energy mains into the building and
heating water pumps will be located in a pump room.
Primary/secondary heating water and chilled water loops will
be created to serve the heating and cooling needs of the
building. Secondary pumps shall be equipped with variable
frequency drives in order to conserve energy.

Minnesota State Capitol
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EXPANSION SPACE

ALTERNATE 2 — NEW FACILITY

Electrical

New air handling units will be located within the building.
These units will have chilled water cooling coils and hot water
heating coils. Exhaust fans will be provided as needed.
Supply air, return air, and exhaust air ductwork will be routed
throughout the building to serve the occupied areas. Supply
and return fans shall be equipped with variable frequency
drives and the air handling units shall have economizer
capability in order to conserve energy. Code required
minimum outside air volumes will be maintained at all times.

Water, sanitary drain, and storm drain piping will be routed
from city mains into the building. Plumbing piping will be
routed throughout the building to serve all fixtures. The
building will be fully sprinklered.

The new office building will connect to the existing Capitol
Complex primary selective, 15 kV power distribution loop
system. It will be supplied power through electrical rooms
located underground or within the building that will house
double-ended substations incorporating dry-type transformers.

The building may have its own emergency power generator or
it may be supplied emergency power from the new
Heating/Cooling Plant generator, described elsewhere in this
report.

The building will utilize 277/480-volt power distribution
systems with dry-type transformers that will have 120/208-
volt output for receptacles power.

The building will require its own main telephone utility
service and will have fiber optic connections to other
buildings in the Capitol Complex. There will be extensive
connection to the Capitol Security Command Center in the
State Capitol Building.

There will be extensive lighting, dimming and control
systems, which will be “state of the art” for a building of this

type.
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EXPANSION SPACE

CosTS (2001 DOLLARS)'

ALTERNATE 2 — NEW FACILITY

New Facility Costs

Based on size needed for relocating Capitol tenants and for swing

space.

Item Area Cost

General conditions 511,200 sq. ft. $3,855,592
Site Work/ Tunnel Construction & 511,200 sq. ft. 51,842,589
Site Utilities

General Construction - Parking 300,000 sq. ft. $7,500,000
General Construction — Office & 120,000 sq. ft. $9,100,000
Swing Space

General Construction — Hearing 91,200 sq. ft. $18,240,000
Rooms

Mechanical — Parking 300,000 sq. ft. $875,000
Mechanical — Office & Hearing 211,200 sq. ft. $6,914,000
Rooms

Mechanical - Tunnel 5,500 sq. ft. $187,000
Electrical — Parking 300,000 sq. ft. $600,000
Electrical — Office & Hearing Rooms 211,200 sq. ft. $3,040,560
Electrical — Tunnel 5,500 sq. ft. $34,375
Communications/ Technology — 300,000 sq. ft. $600,000
Parking

Communications/ Technology — 211,200 sq. ft. $3,040,560
Office & Hearing Rooms

Communications/ Technology — 5,500 sq. ft. $34,375
Tunnel

10% Contractor Markups 511,200 sq. ft. $5,939,405
15% Contingency 511,200 sq. ft. $8,909,108
10% Architectural/Engineering Fees 511,200 sq. ft. $6,533,346
Total $80,775,910

* Costs do not include any hazardous materials abatement (lead, asbestos, etc.).
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Capitol Area Architectural and Planning Board
204 Administration Building

50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Phone: 651.296.7138

Fax: 651.296.6718

TTY: 800.627.3529

January 30, 2002

TO: Senator Dennis Frederickson

FROM: Nancy Stark b
Executive Secretary

RE: MINNESOTA STATE CAPITOL PREDESIGN STUDY

With all final edits incorporated, and reprints made, the Capitol Area Architectural and Planning
Board (CAAPB) and the Administration Department is pleased to present you with this copy of the
Minnesota State Capitol Predesign Study.

It represents the most thorough, comprehensive work incorporating input from all users of the State
Capitol for the first time ever. We hope it will serve us for years to come as a guide for bringing our
premier state building into the twenty-first century, and its second century of service to the people of
Minnesota.

This document is serving as the basis for our current top-ranked Capital Budget Request for Interior
Renovation Design of Minnesota’s State Capitol, which we have attached for your convenience. Our
request, which covers all design work for just over $2.1 million, is critical if we are to do any work
other than cosmetic to prepare the Capitol Building for its 100® birthday and the next 100 years and
beyond. The Governor has now created a Capitol 2005 Commission that includes legislators to help
plan the Centennial Celebration and raise funds for future renovation work on the building. However,
he did not support the above-mentioned request, lending his support instead to our second request for
Restoration of Public Spaces on floors G through 2 and historic elevators in preparation for 2005.

Without a completed design for the full restoration and renovation of the building, we will not be able
to do any additional work other than cosmetic. Also, without a completed design, it will be impossible
to analyze which projects can proceed with or without tails, to accurately project how to make the
necessary improvements to the mechanical and electrical systems of the building that are seriously
outdated. In addition, without a completed design, it will be impossible to plan the necessary phasing,
relocation costing, or in any way responsibly continue to work the Capitol Building so that it
adequately serves the needs of the public, both in available space for the public to interact with
government, or to provide government with technology to function efficiently.

Many states have already been where we are today and found the political will and dedication
necessary to fund not only design, but also complete restoration efforts at more than two or three times
the maximum cost anticipated for our buildings’ full restoration. To say “NO” or even delay work
now on our Capitol Building will only lead to millions of additional dollars and ever-increasing
inconveniences caused by systems failures.

In this light, we hope you’ll have an opportunity to examine the Predesign Study, and we welcome any
questions. It is our belief, and that of the many who participated in the eighteen month long Predesign
Study, that you will find that funds spent now on our jewel of a State Capitol is an investment we .
cannot fail to support as wise stewards of the “People’s Building”.

Attachment \p\predesign study-mailing-mstr-02-jan29
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Capitol Area Architectural Planning Bd
Capitol Bullding: Interior Renovation Design

AGENCY CAPITAL BUDGET REQUEST
Fiscal Years 2002-2007

Project Narrative

2002 STATE APPROPRIATION REQUES't': $2,111,000

AGENCY PROJECT PRIORITY: 10f3

PROJECT LOCATION: Capitol Area - Saint Eeul

PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND RATIONALE:

This tequest would fund all schematic design‘ and desigh development work for the

phased renovation and restoration of the Capitol Building’s interior, including the
basement, all ceremonial and public spaces, numerous office suites, and spaces

currently serving as hearing rooms. The major part of this work would mean new, -

~ more efficient and effective mechanical and electrical systems, as well as

comprehenswe updated fire and life safety systems. All work would be phased one
wing at a time, with the north wing and rotunda space mcorporated into the same
phase. ‘

This design work is seen as the logical next step following the completed “2001
Capitol Interior Predesign Study '

The “2001 Capitol Interior Predesign Study |dent|ﬂes deficlencies and future needs
of the building, its tenants, and its service to the public, including its one million
visitors each year.. The condition of the building's infrastructure, code compliance,
and adaptability to increased technology demands is extremely critical. The following
are the Capitol’s critical deficiencies:

¥ Building Code and Accessibility Needs

The signage throughout the building does not meet the Americans with
Disabilities Act (ADA) Accessiblllty Guidelines or the anesota State Building
Code.

The emergency exiting from the building does not meet the exiting requirements
of the building code. The areas with the worst exiting ‘probléems are the third and
fourth floor of the north wing and the ground fioor and third floor of the east wing.

The east wing lacks fire sprinkler and smoke detection systems per code.

“"’”f?’;

* HVAC and Plumbing Needs

The HVAC systems do not provide the required number of fresh -air exchanges.
Many of the existing mechanical units are near the end of their useful life. Thus,
balancing of air for heating, cooling, and humidity control is Inconsistent
throughout the building.

The number of toilet fixtures is far below the number required by the state
building code.

®  Ejectrical Needs

The main electrical service to the building cannot. meet the increasing electrical
demands of the building. The main electrical transformers for the building are
near the end of their useful life and are scheduled for replacement in the fall of
2001. The main panels for. the building also need to be replaced. The
electrical distribution system does not meet the needs of the building users (for
examples: not enough outlets for computers and other equipment, power is
unavailable in some areas).

Lighting and dimming systems have exceeded their life expectancy of 20 to 25
years, The components are failing at a rate and cost that is pl’Ohlblthe when
comparedto the cost of a system replacement.

®  Building Technology Needs

The cabling and technology backbone of the building is not adequate to keep
up with changing technology requirements. - There are many abandoned data,
cable and phone lines in the building, which need to be removed.

The Capitol Building cannot meet all of the needs of the building tenants and
visitors. The two main areas in which the building is insufficient are the hearing

rooms, including their technical capabilities, and the lack of expansion space. The

current information desk is not ADA accessible. Tenants are working in teams and
are experlencing an increase in the number of public visitors. Additionally, office
spaces lack meeting rooms.

- As a result of the predesign, during the course of restoration tenants may be

temporarily or permanently relocated. @ The public will experience some
inconvenience. The design will address how to accomplish this restoration
efficiently and with minimal disruption. It is anticipated that cost and time
efficiencies are achieved by restoring a total wing of the Capitol one at a time.
Other states have proven this sequencing the most effective in restoring their
Capitols

Restoratlon of the Capltol Building has been a top priority of the CAAPB since the
mid-1980s, but funding has been sporadic. This design work will identify all
construction projects necessary for interior renovation of the Capitol Building, and
by the sequencing of these projects, serve as the basis for CAAPB capital budget

requests in 2004 and beyond.
‘ Canimllm Arch. &Plannmananl
AN -1 4 2002
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g o AGENCY CAPITAL BUDGET REQUEST
Capitol Area Architectural Planning Bd. . . Fiscal Years 2002-2007

Capitol Building: Interior Renovation Design- Project Narratlve

B
:

The design work will also provide direction for Capito! 2005, the result of an executive PROJECT CONTACT PERSON, TITLE, ADDRESS PHONE FAX AND E-MAIL:
order to establish a commission to plan and fundraise for both the Capitol's i L2 5
Centennial as well as funding for future. capital improvements. It is hoped the private Paul Mandell, Principal Planner, CAAPB .
funding efforts of the commission will directly reduce the dependence on state 204 Administration Building
funding for future capital budget requests. 20 Sherburne Avenue
‘ ' Saint Paul, MN 55155
Minnesota is not alone in need of restoration to its magnificent, nearly 100-year-old Phone: (651) 296-6719 -
building. Nebraska, Wisconsin, Texas, lowa, Ohio, and others have all made Fax:  (651) 296-6718
sizeable commitments with multimillion-dollar projects underway. E-mail: Paul.Mandell@state.mn.us

This request would also fund an Interior maintenance manual similar to the exterior
maintenance manual completed in 1996 for the Capitol Building.

Appropriations for this project should be made to the Capitol Area Archltectural and
Planning Board.

IMPACT ON STATE AGENCY OPERATING BUDGETS (FACILITIES NOTE):

Once new systems are operational after construction-and renovation, cost savings
are anticipated, though difficult to quantify; given lack of some final details in
program. In the interim, relocation of occupants wing-by-wing will result in new
expenses and some transitional costs to be determined as the design identifies
logical, sequential phasing for the total project.

OTHER CONSIDERATIONS:

Recently, in several states, the restoration and renovation of their Capitol Building
has taken on a much stronger commitment with support from legislators and
governors. States such as Wisconsin, Texas, and Ohio have taken a comprehensive
approach to their Capitol's restorations by closing down entire wings or even ‘the
buildings themselves. Occupants were relocated for short periods of time to allow for
concentrated, efficient, and economical efforts on the needs of these buildings being
restored, and that the tenants ‘could maintain work efficiencies and minimal
disruptlon

After design work is completed in preparation for the 2004 bonding session, the state
must make several longer-term decisions. One option would call for renovation of
existing space in the Capitol Complex, such as the Centennial Building, to make way
for relocation of Senate offices and/or uses stich as hearing rooms and those offices
directly affiliated with the public on eithier a temporary or permanent basis. That will
then permit restoration of the Capitol to proceed one ‘wing at a time in order to
maximize budget efficiencies and minimize inconveniences. The other option would
call for a delay-of most of the Capitol Building work while a new Capitol annex is built
to house both swing space and permanent relocation space. for units from the Capitol
Building pursuant-to the predesign.
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Capitol Area Architectural Planning Bd
Capitol Building: Interior Renovation Design

AGENCY CAPITAL 'BUDGET REQUEST
Dollars In Thousands ($137,500 = $138)

Fiscal Years 2002-2007

Project Cost

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS Project Costs | Project Costs | Project Costs | Project Costs | Project Costs | Project Start | Project Finish
All Years and All Fundmg Sources All Prior Years | FY 2002-03 FY 2004-05 FY 2006-07 All Years (Month/Year) | (Month/Year)
1. Property Acquisition ‘
Land, Land Easements, Options $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Land and Buildings 0 0 0 0 0
2. Predesign Fees 300 0 0 0 300 07/2000 07/2001
3. Design Fees R e e
Schematic 385 840 0 -0 1,225 07/2002 12/2002
Design Development 513 1,122 0 0 1,635 -01/2003 10/2003
Contract Documents 1,026 0 1,200 1,300 3,526 08/2004 03/2006
Construction Administration 642 0 500 600 1,742 02/2005 ~10/2010
4. Project Management ‘
State Staff Project Management 0. 0 0 0 0
Non-State Project Management 0 0 0 0 0
Commissioning 0 0. 0 0 0
Other Costs - 0 0 0} 0 0
5. Construction Costs 06/2006 10/2010
Site & Building Preparation. 0 0 0 0 0
Demolition/Decommissioning 0 0 2,500 1,800 4,300
Construction 20,347 0 16, 500 23,700 |: 60 547
Infrastructure/Roads/Utilities 0 0 0
Hazardous Material Abatement 0 0 0 0 0
Construction Contingency 2,000 0 1,000 1,000 4,000
Other Costs 0 0 0 0 0
6. One Percent for Art o’ 0 0 0 0 e
7. Relocation Expenses 0 0 0 0] 0
8. Occupancy . |
Furniture, Fixtures and Equupment 750 0 0 0
Telecommunications (voice & data) 0 0 0 0
Security Equipment 0 0 0. 0
Other Costs 0 0 0 0
: SUBTOTAL.: (items 1 - 8) 25,963 1,962 21,700 28,400
9. Inflation ]
Midpoint of Construction 05/2003 05/2005 09/2007
Inflation Multiplier 7.60% 16.50% 27.90% )
Inflation Cost i 149 3,581 7,924 ,
GRAND TOTAL $25,963 | $2,111 $36,324 $89,679

$25,281 |
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Capitol Area Architectural Planning Bd

AGENCY CAPITAL BUDGET REQUEST

Capitol Building: Interior Renovation Design Dollars :‘ls.rﬁ: uYseaanr: sz?:g‘;.?%%z = $138) Project Detail
CAPITAL FUNDING SOURCES Prior Years | FY 2002-03 | FY 2004-05 | FY 2006-07 TOTAL SOURCE OF FUNDS
State Funds : . FOR DEBT SERVICE
G.O Bonds/State Bldgs 25,963 2,111 25,281 36,324 89,679 PAYMENTS
State Funds Subtotal 25,963 2,111 25,281 36,324 89,679 (for bond-financed projects Percent
Agency Operating Budget Funds .0 0 0 0 0 ___only) Amount | of Total
Federal Funds 0 0 0 0 0 General Fund 2,111 100.0 OA
Local Government Funds 0 _ 0 0 0 0 User Financing 0 0.0%
Private Funds .0 0] 0 -
Other i 0 0 0 g 8 STATUTORY AND OTHER REQUIREMENTS
: Project applicants should be aware that the following
TOTAL 25'963 2,111 25,281 36,324 89,679 requirements will apply to their projects after adoption of
; . i i the bonding bill. '
CHANGES IN Changes in State Operating Costs (Without Inflation) v MS 16B.335 (1a): Construction/Major
STATE OPERATING COSTS FY 2002-03 | FY 2004-05 | FY 2006-07 | FY 2008-09 es Remodeling Review (by Legislature)
Compensation -- Program and Building Operation 0 0 0 0 No MS 16B.335 (1b): Project Exempt From This
Other Program Related Expenses 0 0 0 0 Review (by Legislature)
Building Operating Expenses 0 0 0 0 MS 16B.335 (2): Other Projects
Building Repair and Replacement Expenses 0 0 0 0 No (require legislative notification)
fjt:r::;;)t\évrgxnl;ai:ai);pénses 0 0 0 0 Yes MS 1§B.335 (3): Predesign Review
- xpenses 0 0 0 0 Required (by Administration Dept)
Expenditure Subtotal 0 0 0 0 Yes MS 16B.335 (4): Energy Conservation
Revenue Offsets 0 0 0 0 Requirements
; __TOTAL CHANGES 0. 0 0 0 Yes MS 16B.335 (5): Information Technology
Change in F.T.E. Personnel 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 Review (by Office of Technology)
‘ ‘ S ‘ Yes MS 16A.695: Public Ownership Required
PREVIOUS STATE CAPITAL APPROPRIATIONS FOR THIS PROJECT (Legal Citations) Amount (as per Finance Dept.)
Laws of Minnesota (year), Chapter, Section, Subdivision No MS 16A.695: Use Agreement Required
1998, Ch 404, Sec 14, Subd 2 & 3 and 2000, Ch 492, Sec 12, Subd 10 8,250 (as per Finance Dept)
1997, Ch 446, Sec 29, and 1996, Ch 463, Sec 13, Subd $ & 5 9,935 No | MS 16A.695: Program Funding Review
1995 Spec Session, Ch 2, Subd 3, and 1994, Gh 643, Sec 3, Subd 2 & 3 7,778 s‘eguti‘red l_fbv gr?:tmq a%encv)
: 7 TOTAL 25,963 atching Funds Require
No (as per agency request)
Yes Project Cancellation in 2007

(as per Finance Dept)
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AGENCY CAPITAL BUDGET REQUEST
Fiscal Years 2002-2007

Project Analysis

Department of Administration Analysis: ) ‘ ’

The request does not clearly articulate the phasing of the work as to how it will
accommodate moves and alternative space requirements. In addition there is not a
clear understanding of how this project relates to the Capitol 2005 scope of work and
private funding. It is recommended that the funds be appropriated to Admin with the
CAAPB serving as advisors.

Department of Finance Analysis:

This project requests funding for design and schematics in the first biennium with
construction and renovation in later biennia. The latter phases would require
renovation to be completed in sections during which employees officed in the Capitol
would be temporarily relocated. While details on the site(s) and costs of these
relocations are not yet known, those costs may be substantial.

Governor’'s Recommendation:

The Governor does not recommend capital funding for this request.

STATEWIDE STRATEGIC SCORE

Criterla ) Values Points

Critical Life Safety Emergency - Existing Hazards 0/700 0
Critical Legal Liability - Existing Liability 0/700 0
Prior Binding Commitment 0/700 0
Strategic Linkage - Agency Six Year Plan 0/40/80/120 80
Safety/Code Concerns 0/35/70/105 35
Customer Service/Statewide Significance 0/35/70/105 70
Agency Priority 0/25/50/75/100 100
User and Non-State Financing 0-100 0
State Asset Management 0/20/40/60 ° 40
State Operating Savings or Operating Efficiencies 0/20/40/60 0
Contained in State Six-Year Planning Estimates 0/25/50 25
: Total | 700 Maximum 350
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